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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 2 and 24: 

Applicant is requested to avoid using the word with "able" ending because it is 
not clear whether or not any actual performance is being recited, (i.e. "connect able " (at 
line 3 of claim 2): it is not clear whether or not the clock signals are actually connected 
through the mating connector). 

Claim 1: 

At line 2, the phrase "such as" should be avoided because such a phrase only 
provides exemplary language . In other words, it is not clear whether any actually 
limitation is being recited. 

At line 13, it is not clear whether the term "maintenanc e-accessible circuitry" 
refers to the previously recited maintenance circuitry (as being recited at line 12). In 
other words, a consistent term should be used throughout the claims. 

At lines 12-14, due to the use of too many "connecting" and "connected" words, 
the phrase "a logic card having maintenance circuitry needed by the circuit board 
connected to said apparatus for testing for connecting to maintenance accessible 
circuitry on said circuit board connected to said apparatus for testing" cannot be 
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understood. It is not clear whether or not the phrase should be rephrased to "a logic 
card having maintenance circuitry for connecting to said circuit board. 

At line 15, due to the use of a dash the term " or-static clock signal" cannot be 
understood. 

At lines 17-18, the term "said logic card maintenance circuitry" lacks antecedent 
basis. It is not clear whether the term "said logic card maintenance circuitry" refers to 
'the previously recited maintenance circuitry (as being recited at line 12). In other 
words, a consistent term should be used throughout the claims. 

Claim 9: 

At lines 1-2, the term "said light source " lacks antecedent basis. In other words, 
a consistent term should be used throughout the claims. 

Claim 10: 

At line 1 , it is not clear whether the term "said board" refers to the circuit board. 

Claim 1 1 (depends on claim 7): 

At line 1 , where is "said pneumatic cylinder" coming from? 

Claim 12: 

The term "said interfacing" lacks antecedent basis. What is the interfacing 
referring to? 
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Claim 14: 

At line 2, what is "it" referring to? 

At line 5, the phrase "cap able of should be avoided because it is not clear 
whether or not the particular mode of the circuit board is actually being tested. 

Claim 15 (depends on claim 1): 

The term "said scanner" lacks antecedent basis. Where is the scanner coming 

from? 
Claim 17: 

The term "said two mating connectors" lacks antecedent basis. A consistent 
term should be used throughout the claims. 

Claim 20 (depends on claim 17): 

The term "said 64 bit wide and said 32 bit wide circuit boards" lacks antecedent 
basis. It is not clear where are the 64 bit wide circuit board and the 32 bit wide circuit 
board coming from? 

Claim 22: 

At line 3, the terms "said software data " and "said test vector data " lacks 
antecedent basis. Consistency of each term should be used throughout the claims. 
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Claim 27: 

At line 3, the phrase "a same set of data files used to create test vectors" is 
confusing. It is not clear which set of data files the phrase refers to. Firstly, no data file 
is previously recited. Secondly, no test vector is previously recited. Only software and 
test vector files are being recited (at line 6 of claim 1 ). Again, consistency of each term 
should be used throughout the claims. 

Claims 3-8. 13. 16. 18-19. 21. 23. 25-26: 

These claims are rejected because they depend on claims 1 and 17, and contain 
the same problems of indefiniteness. 

2. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christine T. Tu whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3831. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur. 8:30am-6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Albert DeCady can be reached on (571)272-3819. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Christine T. Tu 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2133 

September 16, 2005 



